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•REMARKS 



un 
view 



Claims 1-52 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. % 103(a) as allegedly being 
rentable over U.S. patent no. 6,044,363 to Mori * al (hereinafter "Mori") >n 
iew of 05. P af sno/s 6,415,269 toD^oodie (hereinafter "Dinwoodie'), and 
6 443,601 to Friedland « al. (hereinafter "Fried land"). In response to the above 
id entihed Of Bee Action, Applicant has amended his application and respectfully 
requests reconsideration thereof. 

2 . y» cr nnse to 5 ™* Refection 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be 
met. First, there must be some suggestion or — either in *e references 
themselves or in the knowledge generaUy available to one of ordinary skill „ the 
ar, to modify me reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there 
must be a reasonabie expectation of success. Finally, the pnor art reference <or 
references when combined) must teach or suggest an the claim limitaUon, The 
teaching or suggestion to make the claimed combination and the reasonable 
nation of success must both be found in the prior art, and no, based on 
applicant's disclosure. In re VaecW, 947 F.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Or. 
1991). 

TBE PRIOR ART REFERENCES DO NOT TEACH OB SUGGEST ALL CLAIM 

Limit ation^Whe^Considered Singularly ob IN Combination. 

Independent claims 1, 26, and 77 have been rejected by the Examiner. 
Claim 1 as amended, which is representative of the group, indudes the following 

limitation: 

faomatin^^ pertaining to a 
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selected aspect of an on-line auction facilitated by the network- 
based auction facility; 
(Cairn 1, emphasis added). Claim 1 .elate, to f^m^^^ 

the monitoring of a network-based auction faolity. 

L Examiner has suggested that Men discloses the above lirrutaho, 
However, in contrast to claim 1, Mori relates ,o a method of cornrnuntcahng 
riltion in an auction between potential buyers and seller, Mon does no. 
^r—anetwork-basedaucaonanddoesnotdrsclose™ 

Furthermore, neither Dinwoodie nor FriedW disclose faflUiaM 
ass ^ MMs ^m. Consequent*, daim 1 is not obvious and is 
n o« rendered unpatentable by the combination of Mori. Dinwoodie, and 
Friedland under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). For the same reasons, claims 26 and 27 are 
not rendered unpatentable by the combination of Mori. Dinwoodie, and 
Friedland under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Claims 2-H and 28-40 depend from clam, 
and claim 27, respectively. Therefore, claims 2-14 and 2S-40 are not rendered 
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

dependent claims 15, 41 and 52 were also rejected by the Examiner. 
Claim 15 as amended, which is representative of the group, includes me 
following limitation: 

asasssssassKSsa 

an^tinn facility; and 
(Claim 15. emphasis added,. Cairn 15 reiates to ^MM^^^ 

one exemplary embodiment of the present invention explained more fully wOh 
respect to Figure 4 in paragraphs 32 and 33 of the specification an administrator 
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, Hon f adlity may identify a user and, utilizing the note 
of a network-based auction laciiiry my 

A ction create and associate a note with the identified use, 
" T ZZ 0.. Mori disdoses the above —0,. 

The Examiner has sugg«t — ,«4,asira 

Attest Mori discloses a purchasing 

pas o,o I cUent, re t ri ev fag p r odu rt «„ ^^^^ 
entering automated auction concUuons and rules. (Co!. 5, hnes 

^■jj Acnich Friedland facilitates 
over the Internet to remote brdders. As such, 

ommurucationbetweenremotebidder.andanauct.oneer. However, Fn 
cornmuracaoon ^^^^^^^ o£jMdffiiBi s^^ 
does not disclose facJttabJS&JJSSUISSE- 

rt» ,iser of a networfcbaSgd auctiopjacjlity, 

^tebidderstoanaucnonsiteoveraco— to ns networ, !n contrast 
daim 15, Dinwoodie does not disclose U^^^^ 

^^^^binanonomori.Pnediand nd 

^usmviewofme — on and is not rendered unpaten.bie under 35 § 
U.S.C. 103(a). For the same reasons, daims 41 and 52 are not rendered 
unpatentable under 35 §U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 16-25 and 42-51 depend from daims 15 and 41, respecnvely. 

TWore. claims 16-25 and 42-51 are aiso patentaMe over the combination of 

Mori, Friedland and Dinwoodie. 
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to ^T S e our Depo* ^ ^ 
yen to a . cir>n *s re H 



. „ is netety S> VC11 ~ • { ^ extension 

that may ^ extepsio rv. 
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